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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-31 are presented for Examination 

2. Claims 1-6, 8-16, 18-21 , 23-24, 26, 28, and 31 have been amended. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings were received on 03/20/2008. These drawings are accepted. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 1-31 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cezeaux et al. (US Patent Publication 2002/0184631) in view of Jaff et al. (US 
Patent No. 7,281,261). 

With respect to Claim 1 , the claimed "generating a request from a first location to 
receive media from a non-broadcast channel provider; providing one or both of payment 
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and/or authorization information to said non-broadcast channel provider; and receiving 
at a second location, said media from a storage location other than said non-broadcast 
channel provider" is met by in part by Cezeaux et al. that teach a subscriber, using a set 
top box 102 requesting media from a content server 105, which in turn allows the 
transmittal of the requested media (such as pay-per-view movies) from content sources 
101 to the subscriber upon proper user authentication {Figs.1,3,4; ^[0026], [0029], [0030], 
[0034]& [0035]). 

The Cezeaux et al. reference is silent with respect to the receiving of said media at 
a second location, separate from the first location where the request for the media 
originated. However, in the same field of endeavor, Jaff et al. teach a system for 
remotely programming and remotely scheduling an event on a set top box from a 
remote location (Abstract; Figs. 1-3; col.2, lines 51-62; col.3, lines 11-18, col. 6, lines 29-31, 
52-57, col.7, lines 18-41; col. 8, lines 25-28, 32-36). This thereby allows a user to request 
media at a first location (remote location) and receive the requested media at a second 
location, separate from the first location (remote location) where the request for the 
media originated. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined the teachings of the Cezeaux et al. reference with those of the 
Jaff et al. reference in order to allow a subscriber to remotely access their set top box 
and not require them to be at home to do so. A person of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to make such a modification to the Cezeaux et al. reference in 
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order to provide a subscriber the added benefit of remotely accessing their set top box 
while away from home & not miss out on any media they otherwise would miss out on. 

With respect to Claim 2, the claimed "presenting a representation of said transferred 
received media in one or both of a media guide and/or a channel guide at said first 
location and/or second location" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the use of electronic 
program guide 200 at a second respective location, for the representation of those 
services to which a subscriber is currently subscribed to, including the media that is 
associated with each channel {Fig. 2; ^[0004], [0026], [0029], &[0033]). 

With respect to Claim 3, the claimed "consuming said received media at said 
second location" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the use of a television, 103, and a 
set top box, 102, in displaying received media to be viewed by a subscriber {Fig.1; U 
[0003], [0026], [0033], & [0034]). 

With respect to Claim 4, the claimed "comprising requesting that said received 
media be transferred from said storage location to [a] said second location" is met by 
Cezeaux et al. that teach the deliver of requested media to set top box 102 from 
content sources 101 via content server A05{Figs.1,3,4; ^[0026], [0029], [0030], [0034]& 
[0035]). 

With respect to Claim 5, the claimed "comprising transferring an identifier of said 
second location to said non-broadcast provider" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the 
use of a set top box 102 in requesting media via the Internet 104 from various content 
sources 101 to be routed by a content server 105 to the appropriate set top box (U 
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[0030], [000033], [0034]), whereby the use of IP addresses is necessary to selectively 
address and direct data among set-top boxes exchanging data on an Internet network. 

With respect to Claim 6, the claimed "comprising presenting a representation of said 
transferred received media in one or both of a media guide/or and a channel guide at 
said second location" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the use of electronic program 
guide 200 at a second respective location, for the representation of those services to 
which a subscriber is currently subscribed to, including the media that is associated with 
each channel {Fig. 2; H[0004], [0026], [0029], & [0033]). 

With respect to Claim 7, the claimed "wherein said media is consumed at said 
second location" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the use of a television, 103, and a 
set top box, 102, in displaying received media to be viewed by a subscriber {Fig.1; U 
[0003], [0026], [0033], & [0034]). 

With respect to Claim 8, the claimed "wherein said non-broadcast channel provider 
authorizes said storage location to transfer said media to one or both of said first 
location and/or said second location" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the 
authorization of the transmittal of media from content sources 101 by a content server 
105 to set top box 102 once a user is properly authenticated (^[0026], [0030], [0034], 
[0035]). 

With respect to Claim 9, the claimed "comprising searching said non-broadcast 
channel provider for information related to said media according to said generated 
request' is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the use of a service selection system, 
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within the content server, in searching for subscriber information associated with the 
media being requested in order to validate a request for subscription ($[0026] & [0034]). 

With respect to Claim 10, the claimed "comprising selecting said received media for 
consumption" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the selection of media to be viewed on 
a television display by a subscriber by the use of an EPG showing media channels 
currently subscribe to and the media associated with them {^[0026], [0030], &[0033]). 

Claim 11 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1. 
Claim 12 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 
Claim 13 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 
Claim 14 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 4. 
Claim 15 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 
Claim 16 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 
Claim 17 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 
Claim 18 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 8. 
Claim 19 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 
Claim 20 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 10. 

Claim 21 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1. Additionally, Jaff et 
al. teach the use of access device 44 in generating a request for media {Fig.2,3; col. 2, 
lines 51-62; col. 3, lines 11-18, col. 6, lines 29-31, 52-57, col.7, lines 18-41). Furthermore, 
Cezeaux et al. teach the use of a set-top box 102 that is utilized in providing 
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authentication information and in receiving media from the content providers, 101 (Fig.1; 
paragraphs [0004], [0026], [0030], & [0034]). 

Claim 22 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 
Claim 23 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 
Claim 24 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 4. 
Claim 25 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 
Claim 26 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 
Claim 27 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 
Claim 28 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 8. 
Claim 29 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 
Claim 30 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 10. 



With respect to Claim 31 , the claimed "wherein said at least one processor is one or 
more of a media processing system processor, a media management system 
processor, a computer processor, a media exchange software processor and/or a 
media peripheral processor" is met by Cezeaux et al. that teach the use of a set-top 
box, 102 {Fig.1; paragraphs [0004], [0026], [0030], & [0034]). 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jorge Mendoza Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 
270-5087. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 9:00 
am -7:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached at (571) 272-7343. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
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more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 

/JORGE MENDOZAJR/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



/Scott Beliveau/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



